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IMPORTANT LEGAL PROCEEDINGS.

B

The Willis and Webb Case in the
Superior Court.
Superior Court.
Before Bon Judge Sandford.

Swth Coddingion and Mary I Ma wife, against James
Woatsom Webt —The complaint of the plainiifla sbove.
mamed respectfully shows—That the plaintiff, Mary [, is
the oldest daughter of Henry Inman, late of the clty of
Mew York, deceased; that on the 16th day of May, 154,
e intermarried with the plaictif, Smith Coddington,
dhat sl the time of ber said wmarrisge. she was botween 17
ond 18 years of age, and resided with her paremts in
@rvonwich street, in the city of New York and continusd
0 reside with her parents, after ber marringe, until
abowt the month of April, 1545, when, with her said hus-
band, she removed to the village of Rabway, inthe State
@l Mew Jorsay, where they have over sines roaided, that
here wre thres children of said marriags now living, all
of whom are girls; that before her marriage, and, to the
est of her recollection, some time during the yoar 1843,
& correapondence by notes or letters had been carried on
Between the plaintiff, Mary 1, snd Nathanisl P Wil-
M, of the city of New York, witheut the knowledge of
her parenis; that sbout the Istter part of that year, or
in the beginning of the year 1844, the fact that such cor_
respondence had been carrivd on became kmnown to her
fatber, who sdvised that it should be, sad it was imme-
distely discoptinued.

That the notea, or letters, which bad beem written bo said
Nathaniel P Willls by the plaiotifi, Mary |, remaioed in
the posscesion of sald Willls at the time of the termins.
tion of the sald correspondeuce, smd the father of the
sid plaintifl, Mary I, deeming It most appropeiate that
the said pond of his daugh with the snid
Wiklls sbould be surrendered; but not balieviug or assert
Sog that she had ever been guilty of eriminal intercourse
or that the said letters contalned soy evidence of an
such conduct on her part, in the month of Juue, 1445,

quested  the defs Jamea Watsom Webb, anld
George Buckham, of the city of New York, whom he re
gurded as his p | friends, to obtain the asid letter:
from Lhe #aid Nathaniel P Wiliis and when obtained, to
deliver them tohim  That the said James Watson Webh
and George Buck! um undertook such service.

Thst as the plaintiffs are informed and belleve. In pur
swance of fuch request. and with oo other amthority
whatever. the said George Buckham nddressed nnote to
the said Nathaniel P. Willis, requesting him to mect the
said James Watson Webb and tieorge Buckham, st the

T
and very soon & topic of common public conversstion;  papers, or any of them, or sny copies or oxbracts of, o

that the plalnillf, Mary L., is the person in ssid articls
intended and referred to aa the person who had been

l

timely grave.
That within two days after the publieation, in the city
of New York, of sald article, several of the friends of the
pluintiffs came to them st their home, in the village of
Hahway, and spoke of said publication as referring to
the plaintiff, Mary [, and d their sympathy that
sbe should have been thus usssiled ; sud within the week
ensuing the said publiestion, the plaintiffls became
aware. Lo their extrume grief, that wot only in the village
where they reside, but in the city of New York, and
elsewhoere. it was publicly snd notoriously reported sad
sasumed thet the plaiotif, Mary 1. was the persca re-
ferred to in said sctiele ns the victim of seduciion.

And the plaintiff, Mary I, of her own knowiedge, and
the plaintlf, Smith Coddington, of his perfect confidence
and belief, solomnly assert and declare that it is abso
jutely and unqualifiedly ustrue that the plaiotiff Mary
1., was ever i by said Nath

most p ly sod 1 lly assert that thers s no
foundation in truth for any charge of want of virtue and
chastity made against the plaintifl, Mary 1.

And the plaintiffs further, in like manner, assert that
it in y snd ung y wntrue that the
father of the said plaintiff, Mary 1.. became heart-broken,
or thut bis death was in uny manoer enused or expedited

Taandad ol Liftadl

said father justly entertained the most undoubted con-
fidence in ber integrity and virtue, and that he naver at
any time made any silegati i the pl
Mary 1. io respeet of ber said correspondence with said
Willin, exeept that of the sdmitted indiseretion of having
bevn & party to such correspondence. without the know.
ledge of her pareots, while an ismate of her father's
house and under age.

And the plalntifs further state. that the plaintiff
Mary I.. at the period of writing said lettors, was of the
age of sbout vixteen years, bad recsntly quitied board
lng sehool. and was wholly inexpericnced in the usages

which had been the subjoct of great admirstion in the
eircle in which the plaintl, Mary I,

plaintil Mury 1. ms ocouipyiog an eminent position in

office of suid Buckham, in the city of New York; that the
said Nathagiel P. Willis was not spprised of the purpose

for which he was requested to mest said James Watson |
Webb and George Backbam, and st the bime appointed l

mid Webd and Buckbam; that the sakd Nathaniel P
‘Willis wua then informed by snid Jaumes Watson Webb
and Gecrge Buckbam that the father of the plain-
. Mary I, bad become aware that previows to her
marriage, abe bad been corresponding with waid Willis,
and that it was his wish that the said Willis should deli-
wor to them. to be handed to bum, all letiers snd cor.
respondonce in the bands of sald Willis, which he bad
@ver al.any time received from her

That seid Nathaniel P Willis stated that he had (o his
possesion the notes or |- lers which had been received
by bim from the plaictiff, Mary 1., and that be was per-
fectly willing to deliver them up, as requested; but not
baring been informed «f the olject for which his pre-
#ence bad been desired, be bad not looked them up, an
appointment was then winde botween Lhe said parties for
the sid Willis to meet the aaid Webb and Buckbam. st
the office of the Istter, on the following duy. to deliver
over the letters in bis posse ssion, which he had reevived
from the plaintiff, Mary I to the raid Webb sad Buck-
bam. to be by them deliversd b ber father.

That. (as the plainiiffs are informed and bellewn)
on the day fullowing the last mentionsd laterviow. the
sald Kathaniel P Willls agaic sitended st the hour ap-

pointed, at the affice of said George Buakbam. and thers |

met the said James Watson Webh wnd Georgs Bockham

That the said Willls brought with buas & package in & |

paper oover or etvelope. which. we ibe piaiot' s are in-
formed and bolieve. wd all the nutes or lottors in
his possession, which he had rece vod ir B Lhe plainlill,
Mary 1, sod the said Willis th o scked the naid Webh
and Buckbam to which of them be shoukd deliver mid
package, for ber father . that Loe ssid Webb roplied
that he would take the packngo stuting bhat ue bad the
direetions of the sald pleioufl Mary 1.t reesive them
im hor bebalfl This being assented to by sald Bockhem,
‘the said Willls senled op the sald packags. and de
Avered the ssme, so scaled. Lo sald Jumes Watson
Webb, to be by him bnmedistoly deliversd to the
father of the plaintill, Mary I and with po etber
intent and for mo other parpose That the mald
James Wateon Webd thervupon fur the purpowe smd
upon the trust that he would make an immedinte dell.
wery thereof to the futhier of (he plaiatfl, Mory 1. sad
for oo other purpose. reeerved the caid prokages of Lettom
and cormepondenee, bul Dolwithstan L e Lrust vpon
which be received them be hus ever soes retamed and
now has them 10 hils posscosiou »
That for several years bofire sud up 10 the period of.
tils deoease, the father of the plaioti® Mary 1 had
bosn afflicted wih chronie as hms and ealargement of
the heart whereby his consthution bad bosome greatly
tmpaired  Thas besides within o few months sl
debivery of said letters by snbd Nathanlol POWLL
said James Watson Well the faihier of (e sal ' pla
G, Mary [, was sebped with an wee's disesss of the kid
neys, which, seting upon bis impair=d physcal constivg.
tion. eamsad bis death cu Lhe seveptesnth day of Janu-
ary. 1546
That betwoen the time of the dulivery of snid paciage
of potes and letters by the sald Willis to the sald
Wobk and the time of the divone of tae said Ueury
Iomas. be wad desirous that ihe same sbhould bm de
Uversd to hm; and with Lh. vew requesisd anud
authorised Bis friend ibe sud George Buckham. to
eall om said Webb. and to request trom him the Aelivery
of tho said package That waid Bucknam wecordiugly
eallad on sald Webb and rogue sd bim to deliver up said
peckage o the mid MHenty lnman That said Webb
im repiy stated to sald Hockham thet said |16t were
amoag bis papers. and that be wonld Dok thom up sed
deliver them over as requestod;, bat sothtanding
onid promise sald Webb did not deliver
the sald Tenry Inman or to the ssld Baokham lo his
behalf, but retained them in bl posseion
That some Lime afb-r (be dornmer of ber sald father
the mother of the plantill, Mary | being dresirons
thet sald package of uotes and Ietiors shoa'd ba del)

o

the sam=- {

mered 10 ber by sall Welh roguested wns sul
the said Burkbham seain 1o ¢a i oo seid Webb and ob.
taim the delivery therecf That said durcbam did se

ecordingly call on sid We'h ai d ae e regewted aieh
delivory, and sabd Wenh then made s simiar tatoment
o said Pockham as to the et tors being oo ne band ard
agnin promised to look them up sad d 4l oer them over ag
roquested  But. potwithstanding thie second prowle
Lhe s Webb has never dodivered snid paciags of (01000
but still retaine them
That the said James Walson Welb to slitor and pro-
pristor of n newspaper called The Mwming Cooe and
New Fork Enguirer, and the sabd Matbaois I Wil |
Ukewise an editer and proprictor «f g pewanaper =00
the Howe Jowrnal, which said @w®apap r- nre prioled snd
pubiishiod in the oty of Sew wrk aud extenslsely <lp
culnted Sheoughout the Ualed Finbes ool sisewiere
Thet from articles published 0 (i reapeetive B fopn
pors, i would appear that usioweodiy relations bare for
some Lime ¢ tisted between ino Hooh mod said Wil
but the plaintiffs are oot wor i ctbor of them in sy
way or manner conneeted therew th or rragnuasibie there
for, mor have they ot vitle s of Lo moover a0 nay thoe or
I8 oy manner intermed tlod th rowili
And the plainiifs far hersia o has Uhe plai ot Mery
1 s never speken cr et ope oo 0ib he smid Naths-
nkel I Willie pinee het @ @ o rriag
That the plaintift Masy 1 Kuows the mid James
Walsors Webb, s a frivnd of Lee (o ke r snd me s Filer
sl her father's houwse, from the peri d of ler earliveg
preealicetion, but never formod noy parti=olar sequaint
ance with him wotll the yonr 164 wheu travelling ln
Kugland, in eranpany with Ber (aoier, she iesl bim apon
pevernl cecoaMone; aBd e B une Dfrasion D tha, year,
while travelling in Beotiand the catd Wobh aud the piain.
L, Mary B with her fathor puacd o f ortuight st Warthly
WCastle s guests of Blr Wikl Do moaond dlewari hut
wined her retorm to the United <t ates jo Wareh. 185 ohe
Las nenit renewid an aequainieuce woh cud Webb
That on Wb 100k dey of May. 1881 the sald Juones
Watsen Wobh wrote aod publiched lu b sl
pager, calied the Mrvang Covrier and New Fook Faguir o
of that date. an wrtiele cntitied © The Landon Timey
i Bk, atdl thie Phowe Journal ' s oopy of whiek rijsis
 hetede anneeed marked rebeduls A and 10 wiich the
prate! Wi pany loave Lo tofer, s part of this bowir com

plaint

e

e
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And the plaintils chargs, that wpon the appearanss |
" i

the world of taste and letters; and from the fact that ke

in question; and from the further fact that the plaintiff,
Mary 1. was on terma of intimacy and friendship with
the wife of the said Willis, (who was cognizsnt of her
correrpoudence with him) she did not even imagine that
| & correspondecee with him of the kind which subse-
| quently ensued could, iu any manner, be made the foun-
for or

¥

4 tinl

d in some ne

seduced by said Nathaniel . Willis, and whose rula had | other rellef in the preaulses as to this Court sball seem
brokeu her father's beart. and brought bim to an un- | meet and proper.

from them, or any of them.
And that the plaintiffs may have such farther, or such

HORACN F. CLARK,
Atlorney for plaintifls.
City end County of New ¥ork. se:—8mith Coddington
and Mary I his wife, the plaiutiffa abovenamed, belog
srverally duly sworn, say that the foregoing complaiot is
true of their own knowledge. except as to the matters

which are therein stated on infor mation or belief, and as
to those that they belleve it to be true,
BMITH CODDINGTON.

MARY I, CODDINGTON.
Bworn before mwe Lhis 25th day of May, 1851,
W, H. Seanxs, Commissioner of Deeda,

Smith Coddimglon and Mary I his wife. against James

lel P. Willls, or that |
Phe ever had any improper mssocistion or conmeetion |
whatever with the said Willls. And the plaintiffs further |

by reasom of sny correspondence or sasociation which |
bad taken place between the said Nathanied P. Willis, |
and the sald plaintiff, Mary 1 On the coatrary, the
| pisintiffs wascrt that, to the Intest hour of his life. her |

of scclety. That the said Nsthaniel P, Wills was x | Juns. 1845, and ull copies thereef, snd extracts therefrom,
literary and professional writer of considerable colebrity | made since the delivery of said notes. lelters. corres.
and was the author of many works of poetry and fintion, | Pondence, and papers, Ly the said Natbaniel P. Willis to

|
lived nnd visited ! drew Warner, or such other persom ss shall be so ap-
That the said Nathanicl P. Willis was regarded by the |

was un acquaintance of her father, and s visiter st his |
bouse. and that the plaintiff. Mary I, had mever hesrd il

in sid note went to raid Buckham's office, whers ho met | D48 #t32ding a2 n man of virtue and character brought |

| eomplaiut in this action, of which & eopy is herewith

Watwn Webh — Summony for Relief —To the defendant —
You are bereby d and ired to the

served upon you, sad bo serve a copy of your answer to
tho rald complalot on the subscriber, at his ofice, No -
68 Wall steect, in the city of New York, withia twenty
days after the service hereof, exclusive of the day of such
| serviee ; and if you fail to answer the said complsint
within the time afcresaid, the plaintiffs in this sction
will spply to the court for the relief demanded in the
compisint, Dated June 2 1861
HORACE F. CLARK, Plaiotiffs Attorney.

Seith Coddingion und Mary L, hiw wife, v, James Walson
Weld —On reading the complaint in this sction, duly
verified, and the afidavita of George Buckham, Jane
Inman, and Holbert SBmales, mode on behalf of the plain-
tiffs, T order that the defendant. James Watson Webb
show cause before this ecourt st s special term thereof,
to be held nl the City Hall, in the city of New York, on
the 6th day of Jupe instant at 10 o'elock in the fore-
| moon. or 4 5000 thereufler ne coansel cam bo heard, why
| be whould uot be ordered forthwith, upen osth, and
under the direetion of one of the Justices of this Court,
to deliver over to Andrew Warner, Esquire, of the city
of New York, ur to such other person, of mpproved honor
wnd integrity, a3 sball be appointed by this court. all
the motes, letters, correspondence, and pwpers men-
tioned in the complaint iu this action, sud which were do-
livered to the said defendant by Nathanlel I'. Willislo the
presevce of George Buckbum, in or about the month of

|
I

the Fald James Watson Webb, te be beld by the said An-

pointed ae recciver, with such directions as Lo this court
shall seem proper; or why such further or other order
sheuld rot be made in the premizes as to this court
thall secmm just. LEWIS LI. SANDFORD.

Dated New York, June 2, 1851,

Smith Coddington and Mary I, his wife, ve. James
Wutsen Webh —On reading the complaint in this sction,
and the nfdavite of George Buokham, Jane luman, and
Holbert Emales, and sn undertaking daly app. d by
me. and on motion of Horace ¥. Clark. of comnasl for
the plaintiffs, 1 do ordef and direct that the defendant,
Jumes Walson Webb, do abeolutely deelst and refrain
| from makiog. or permiiting to be made, soy copy or

That having been

i of suid Nathaniel P. Willis as the suthorof a work of and any other papers
| Bctiom then just published. she wrote a mote to said  this action, and which were deliversd to him by Na-

Willls to disavow the suthorship of sueh werk. That
the suld Willis replied to said note, and & corrospondence
which thus commenced continued for the period of
. sbout two months, when the fact of its existence be-
| eame known to her parents; that although she has oo
particular peeollection of the contents of her letters te
said Willis, she believes that they may contaln some
statements or pasenges entirely imaginstive ; but which,
by falss application or per of their Bg
| might be constroed to her proiudice; amd upon which
the said James Watson Webb has, in the artiske from his
| cewspaper, hereinbefore alleged. based & charge of im-
| purity sgalost ber which she most solemandy svers tobe
wotally without foundation in trath
| And the plaintifls further state, that the said Jumes
Watson Webb has not, nor ever had, any right or titie
to the swid notes or letters, or say of them, or say
| right. permis jon, or suthority to open the sealed paokage
which eoutained them - nor has he ever had aoy right
or permission Lo inspeet. rend or exhibit or make k

| ext of, or from, the notea, letters. correspondence,
I in the plaint in

| thaniel P. Willls, in the presence of George Buckham,
in or about the mounth of Jupe, one thouwsand eight
bhundred and forty-five; and from parting with, dis
| posing of, publishing, exposing, imspecting or using,
and (exorpt 8o far as shall be neoessary for thelr safe
keeping.) from interfering with, or controlling, the said
| motes, letters, pondence and pap or any of
| them; and also from permitting or suffering any otber
person or persons to publish. expose, inspeet, use,

a

g

rrespondence, and also
r having been: a purty
thereto; but, #o fur sa died his said deughter,
bhe never, tode nt's wledge or belief, re-
garded it otherwise thun a8 an net of indiscretion,

And deponent enys, that he never heard it alleged
thut the said plaintiff, M uLI.. been seduced
Ly said Nathaniel P'. Willis, until after the pub-
licution of the article in the New York Courier and
£n paver, of the fiteenth day of May, instant, en-
titled ** The Londow T'tmes, the Dagolmk, and the
Home Jowrnal,” to which article t

oy

ghter

the day of publication thereof, and Iihr'auiboul the
day, and for several rucceeding days, aa referring to
the snid Mary 1.

And deponent says, thet some time after the
surrender of said notes or letters by said Willis,
the said Hemry lumaa was us that the
snme should be handed to him and be in his
pussession, and for that requssted deponent
to call on the said James Watson Webb and ob-
tuin the said package and band the sumo to him;
und that depogent nocordingly, at the request
of said Heory Iyman, call en the said James Wat-
son Webb, and inform bhim of the desire of said
Hepry Inman, and request him to deliver said notes
or letlers to deponent, to be by him banded to 2aid
Heur an. That im reply to such request, the
#nid Webb stated to deponent that he would look
them up and deliver or send them to the snid Henry
Iuman, but, as deponent believes, he never did do-
liver or send them to the said Henry lomna.

And thisdeponent suye, that after the death of the
pmid Inman, his 'fdaw. Jane lnman, the mo-
therof the plaintiff, M.l.? 1., being desirous of obtain-
ing the possession of said notos or letters, requested
deponent again to call on the snid James Watson
Wiebb, and ubtain the same and hand them to her.
That deponent again celled on said James Watson
Webb, nnd informed him tha ! the said Jane Inman
desired to have the £aid notes or letters in her pos-
seasion, und requested him to deliver them to depo-
nene, fur the purpose of their being handed to the
enid June Taman, and in reply to such request, the
snid James Watson Webb stuted that would
look them up and deliver or wend them over, as re-

uested ; but, nsdeg:v:mt belivves, he never com-
plie { with his promise.

that the said notes

And this deponent =ays
sod letters were delivered by the said Natha-

niel PP. Willisa to the said Jimes Watson Webb
on the exrr!ll trust to deliver the same to
the said Henry lnman, and for no other pur-
pose, to deponcot's knowledge and belief; and
that deponent has never read or become acquainted
with the contents of the same, or any or either of
b o s
imself ut Li ¥ to have open 0 an
made himeelf scquainted vipt; the contents of said
notes or letters, had the said roh‘a been deliver
ed to him. And further this deponent saith not.
Gro. Buckmas.
Sworn this 3lst day of May, 15851, before me,
Geo. P, Nevuson, CUom. of ‘
! ‘i::,rm“r OF MRS, nun!m-h:ama.}.
Smith Coddington and Mary 1. ks wife against
J;?M;l ‘Ffi?mq‘"].’:ﬁ‘—c- jﬂ{nd’ Cou:ld’{v New
ork, ss.--Jane Inman, of IHem, nesns
county, in the Stats of New Yul::.h duly
sworn, says, that she is the widow of Henry Inman,
late of thecity of New York, deceased; and that
the plaintiff, u.liy L, is the daughter of depo-
nent and of said Henry luman; and this deponent
sayy, that the discovery by her and the ssid Honry
luman that ber duughter, the said plaintiff, Mary
had, wn to them, been enguged in a corres-
P with Nathaniel P. Willis, did not, nor
dim’ oti:ru fafcu or clmmsuh no:.u. u?it:mi;n htﬂl:lir
m any belief or suspicion that the plain
1., bad been seduced by said Willis, :rht.ht soy l'.':lz
minal intercourse bad ever taken place or been con-
uma}l;, the swid plaintiff, Mu{ 1., mnd the said
N iel P. Willis. That the said Henry loman and
deponent idered such vor d

o
d

trol, or interfere with the said letters, pond
and papers, or any of them. or any copios or extracts of
or from them, or noy of them.
LEWI3 H. BANDFORD.
Dated New York, June 2 1851

AFPIDAYIT OF @EORGE WUOKHAM, ESQ.
Smich Coddington Mary I, has wife, against
James Watsom Webh.—City and County of New
York, 5. —Gueorge Buckhum, of ssid U'h]'. being

duly sworn, depose :n‘d #ay, thatin or about
o e/

Bhe conteuts of said notes, or lotters, or any of them, or
axy part thervof or any right or title to the custody
thareof. otherwise than ss the confidential frisnd or
sgent of the father of the pinintilf Mary I, apon th
spe=ind trust sod confidence reposed in him by ber aaid
fatber that he would obiain the same from the said
Willie end imaeedintely bund the same over to her sald
father

Nevertheioss the said Jumes Watson Webh, withoat
any right titie prrmision or authority whatevee, sod
| in vicistion of the trust and eoufidence reporsd in him by
| the father of the pinintitf. Mary [, and without the
koowiedgs or consent of the surviviog parent of the sald
Mary 1 and without the knowledge or consent of the
phuintifs or o/t er of them has ms the plaintiffs are (n-
furmed and belleve, opeoed the package conisining the
| suld potos and letters bas read the ald me'sr and let.
ters, and bas exhibited the same. of pome of them, or
! bas rend the maee, or some of them. or some parts or
| part therec! to one, oy two, or Ihres, OF mofe persons,

im the pity of New York, or elsewhers

|
]
]
i

And the paiztifis further stats, that io further vio.
intion of his dety and of the trust and coufidence so v
osed 18 and weccpted by him, sa afocesaid, the aid
James Watson Welb, on the nincteenth day of May, one
hourand oight bundred snd fifty one, by & statemeont
putiished by Bim io his suld nowspaper of that dats, p2o-
pieed Lo ploer the alorsald lrtters befare George P
Morris of the city of New York and to prove their iden-
tity, snd to place cne of sald letters [u she hands of said
Morris for his perusal (soch offer bolag avowedly made,
8s appears from the article in suid powspaper conlaining
enld offer), for the purpose of procurisg from sald Mor
ris, lu the apsenee of Lhe plaintiffs aad for ths parposs
of pewapaper publication, & repert establishing Lhe truth
of the charge made sgninst the phaintilf Mary I, and
whirh charge ohe again most solemaly averi to be ab-

soqutely faire and groundloss
That anness! hereto aed marked seheduls B (s & copy
of Lbo srticie pullishod by sald Jamos Watson Webb in

mpes of May the ninctecnth one thousand

eight bhundred and Afy-oue and which the plaintiffs
pray ! n part of this their romplaiot

Avd the pisintifls clalm and bnelst that the enid notes
and 4 the sxld plaintill, Mary
1tk uperty, nod that they are
by law emtitiod (o the possension and custody thereaf

And they furiber stule, that on the twenty finst day
¢ Mey, owe and right hundred sad fifty cae, they
taus S % said notes and letters Lo be demanded from
paid Sumes Watseom Welb); bul thet he did not deliver
them but in eeply o sueh demand. stated thet he would
pok themn up and deliver them to the plaintiffs, or ome of
them mi the proper time.  Thet the seid last mentioned
demmand was gade st the offies of said Webh In Wali
strvet. in the city of Now York, and they charge, on i
firealbon and balief, that the said Welid, at the time of
puel demand bad the notes and lotiere ot his seid of
fier o bis custody ant ootlrol

And they furthior state, that from the afvresald pro-
geudioe of sald James Watsom Weobh, Uhe plaintills are
apprebome ive and oo ebarge that e has made or canse |
prrmittod or suffered to be made some copf of ¢Opies of

the whale of sald ie «_ e of wme or one of them o aome

or wels from Lhe same. of [rom some OF one
wod thak unle s pestrnined by the order and in-
Jeuetion of this Lonoralie Conrt. he will make some for.
ther or othes gojnet fnble and wnwereastabile s of wald
potes and lethers, or of any cophs of or extracts Whsre
from whiol he miay have made. or permitied Lo be made,
and that L veght. therefors. to be restrained asd sn-
jotned wa b o il of mentioned

Ard tle sald piaintifls claln, that during the pendenny
of this action ! he ald leltors cught o be piaced o the
hands of some peeion of approaved hosor and ietegrily
for safe kerping

The plaintiffs. therefore. demand judgment

That the said James Watson Webh muy b ad odend
and deerecd 1o deliver over to The plainti®a. apon oath
il notes tetters, writiope, covvespondencs nud pasers
whieh were deliversd Lo him Ly the snid Nathanisl
P Willls, as Dhorsdnbefors meatboned and sl auies Lhvre
of, or of any of them. and al vxtriscts therefrom, or from
any of them, which may beve been made by ths culd
Inmues Watson Webl. cr by acy othi r person of poruos
sines the time when the mid noter letiors, writing: sar.
tespoturnoe Aol papers were oo deiitered by enid Nutha
olel P Wiklle b6 snid James Watson Webh

And that the sald James Watson Webh may he per
petunily restrained and -n;--in-:I from making, or per
mitting to 4o made, any copy of extrnot of or from sld
i bes oF aay or
vither of them, nod from publishiog exposing. inepeet
log. reanding. velng, Interfering with, or eoutrilling
sod from permitting or suffering any other perom o
persots Lo puliish. expos inspret rend, uan, #virel, e

ratrnct
of Uwe

ivtters, avrrespondence and papers

| mterfers with the mid notes, latiers, o

and ' men wever, dir

the year one th 1 nod forty-five,
the defendant, James ntaon Webb, and depo-
nent, were requested by 11 Inman, as his oun-
fidential IrlenJi. te apply to Nathaniel . Willis
for, amd obtain frem him, to be delivered to suid
Honry loman, cortain notes or letters which the
laintiff, Mary [, the daughtor of said Henry
nman, had writtem to sald Nathaviel P. Willis
some time before her marriage, sud which tho said
Henry loman was desirous should be delivered up
to him. That in pursusnce of sach request, & note
was written (and, as deponent believes, by depo-
nent,) to said Will.il‘r:quﬂi.n; hitm to meet the said
James Watson Webb and deponent at deponent’s
office, but without the object of ruch meeting boing
therein stated, or in lll{\“’ referred to.  [hat a
Fn&h nf‘.l':id Jamos 'ateaz:ld“'nplhh. \n'.lhnmul

. Wiilie, deponent, o ingly took place at
the time l.ul’.lmnp inted, when the :':io.l Na
thaniel P. Willis wae informed that tho seid Henry
Ioman, being sware that a written correspondence
had sometime previously been carried on betwesn
his ﬁqhur. the plaintif, Mary 1., and the said
Natbaniel P. Willis, was desirous thst all notes
or letters which had bLeen received by said Natha
niel . Willis from the plamntiff, Mary 1., should
be given up to him, the said Henry Inmon; and that
the said Henry Inman bsd suthorvized them, the
said Janes Witsou Wedb and deponsnt, as his
friends, to ubtain them from said Wiliis for that pur-
pose 't the ssid Nathaniel P. Willis then froely
stuied that he believed he had somo noves or lotters
in b posscasion, snd that he was peefectly willing
to give them up wa requested.  Aud it was then
mutunlly sgreed botween the said Juwmes Wataon
Webh, Nutnanied 1'. Willis, and deponent, that

an act of
thoughtles and indi which, although
highly censurable, wis sttributable to the extrewe
youth and inexperience of the plaintiff, Mary I.

Aud deponent says, that from she time of such dis-
oovery down to the denth of the ssid Henry In-
mun, she had the mest free, full, and unreserved
eonversation with him ;?ardin; such correspon-
dence, and the conduet and character of their daugh-
ter, the plaintiff, Mary I, and was fully soquaint.
ed with his views and opinions respecting the samo;
and she is thervby enabled to state, positively and
without reserve, that the said Henry Inman bever,
At any time, entertained any doubt or suspicion of
the purity of their said daughter, Mary 1.

And this deponent further suys, that ga allegation
of the death of the said Heory |nman having been
cuaused or hastened by » knnw{«lgc or belief of the
seduction of the plaintff, Mary 1, is entirely ug-
true. And depoucut suys, that she never believod or
entertaiued the thought or suspicion that the said
plaintiff, Mary 1., had n seduecd or was other-
wise than chasto and virtuous, wnd that she unow
fully and firmuly believes bor said daughter to be,
aud to huve alwiys beon, chuste and virtoous. Aud
deponent suys, Lhat neither she vor the said IHeary
Iuman were ever desirous of obtaining the netes or
lettars which bad been writton b\{ 1he rplsmiull‘.
Mary 1., tothe said Nathuniel . Willis, from any
knowledge, belief, fear, or suspicion that the same
contained any adwission or evidencs of the seduo-
tien of the plaintifl, Mary 1., or could in any way
impair or affect her roputation for chastity or
;ie;tw: but lh:.hhnth the suid leory lomas and

wnent were desirons of obtasining possession
snid notes and lotters, from a feeling of the impro-
priety of pormitting notes or lettors, writien by a
fnun‘ ani inexperienced girl, without the kauw-
edge of her parents, to remain in the haads of
the snid Nathauiel PP. Willis, or of any person.
That it was for thut reasou, sad not with soy be-
liof, or fear, or suspicion, that the said notos oc lots
ters did or wight contain any prool or admission sf-
feoting the virtue or chastity of the plaiutilf, Mar
I, thit the swid Henry loman, in bis lifotime, o
duepunent, nfter his doovmse, requestod George Buok-
bam, who bad, for several ysare, boen o very inti-
mate wnd confidentinl friend of said Ileary [nman

they should again meet on the following day at the | 2829 deponent, to cnll vo the defeadaot, Tumes Wiat-
lm,e vy :Eid g o z‘nlﬁ-ukrup aaid | Won “.ehlz. and obtain and deliver to hewm, rs-
nuted or letters im the meantime, and to bring them | 5* ctively, the notes or letters of the sl pleaatith,

with hiw, snd deliver thew over

That, socordingly, on the next day. the said
James Watson Webb, Nathaniel 1. Willis, and de-
ponent, agnin met at deponent’s offise, pursuant to
the arrangement, Wi the said Wilie then pro

Muary I., which hnd baon handed by the said Na-
thaniel I'. Willis to the said Juimes Watson Webb,
o be delivered vp to the sald Honry luman,

Aud turther this deponent saith net,
axe Ixsay,

J
Sworn this 30th day of May, 1431,

duced & pisckage in & paper cover, which, he in- _ hafors vas,
formed l{e J“‘ﬂ!b us‘l'tdl‘d—pulur.--.:. contained all Gro, P. Nuwsox, Commistoner of Doeds
the wotes or letters in his posscesion which he APVIDAVIT OF MOLRERT sMALER, K

hud received from the said planc®, Mary [, and
iuguired to whick of the purties present l‘m“nlinﬁ
wnid Jumes Watsnn Webb and deponent ) be shoule
deliver snid puckage.  That said Webb repied,
“You may give them to mv;” nud deponent be
lieving it te be wholly immatarial to which of shem |

| duwren Watsen Webb —Cuy und Connty ¢

Q.
e, Ag TN
-;FNuv
Yirk, ss.—Holbert : es, of snid eity, being duly
wnys, that at the reguest aod by direcvon of
the § itifte iu this wetion, deponent, on the twenty-
st duy of May,one thowand cight handred and gty
i

St Crwielimgton awed Marvy 1., his v f

said picknge should be delivored, acsented thereto. | vtie, called on the defendant, James Watson Wobb,
Thut the said Willis thereupon sealed up the said | ot bis off s Wall stecet, in the ¢ity of New York,
psckage, aud Landed it to the said Webb, 1o be by | and in the nnmes und on bebalf of the plaintiffs de-

im deliversd to the smid Hewry loman. That
the snld Wiebb reecivid the sald package, and took
it awny with Lim, sod deposent has never seon (b |
binoe |

And deponent says, thal the pmcecdings st
both of said weetings were throaghoat of a
couitesus nalure—thai notking ke & threat or |
mennce wia hedd out o snd Willle, uor wes nny |
charge v tement made of his having seduced
the plaintitt, Mary 1., or that the said Haney In
man bued niy des o seproion there or that nay

ot weon said

improper tnteroon == had tnko
“'ﬂi:‘:u 1 the pladitift, Mary 1,
And drlpll! ent Enys, thut for several yrars |p-|'ur
to suid iotesview, mod frum that sime dows W
thie day of Ve dea h of the ania H. ury lomsn, on
the seveutesnth doy of Jaowwy, ooe thousand
clght bundevd pud Jortysin, this deponeut wai on

ol

matded the notes ur letters mextioued (o the evin.
l\al.-iul in this sction ; but the seid James Watson

Vebh did not deliver the same, wr any of Shom, to
depovout then or at auy time .

And deponont says, Laat, in answer (3 auch de
mamd, the said James Watssn Webb smted he
woula deliver said uotes or leAters to We plaioud,
fmith U oddington, or Lo the glaistif, Mary 1. G
tington, st the preper tine S ALES.

Sworn before e this Jth day of May, 1551

Wa. H. Seanics, Cosmie, vf Dveds
SCHEDULE A.
Tue Losnos Tiaws, vie Dav Book, avo T
Home Jovysan bue prrssoal wbuse wlson may
b bewpod upon the editor of this s nuy vther Ae-
o journal, by the e wews popor i Londor | is

f ol very hitde importance to the whiter slaudersd,

terme of the cluseat '”M'Il.hlt spd intimaey with | nod ot sl fess cotsequence (o lus rvaders. Bt
bim, and, u+ de ponent fomly beileves, had his an- | whon suek abuso is inteuded o dowmonsteats to all
reserved ounfidence; that, dunng the period reforred Europe that the prees of the United Siates, geo-
to, deponent was consitited by Bim, aa well va Bis | rally, i mothe hands of reekless wod unprineipled
business affuirs, ns on mwatters rebitiog to his pri- | men, sod its lewibingg press oumidueted by ward,
vate and faally coneerns, and doring the whole of | w soducer, & swiidies, ood w sonteneed e i, who
such period, except st such Cmos aetho said Henry escaped the lnsh,” nud the charge sastamed by ex-
Jutnan was temborarily wasent from his posidence in | tonivd eatracts from the New York Doy Bock, and
the ity of New York, de it was b e froquent | W illin's Mo Jomrmal, it becomes & duty to reler to

habit ol private ad o onte antion with |
Lim, and that stich inte piee puntin down Lo |
and during the et iilocs of the sid Henry Inman
And dapunemteayr, thst both before nod wlter said |
Ioterviews, he had mony conve psations with the said |

Heory Traman, in which bl family affnirs wers mowt

freely duwcuwssed 3 but that the snid eery lnman |
fever, apon ARy oot s on, ot her direetly or indirect |
Iy, sated, or gave deponont caie oven to l.angine,

thut he bhad noy kvowicdge, or thought, or Pl
U e that his ratdd daughtoc viis vther wise thian piire
nned virtuons, or that the snid notes or lotters writton
".‘ her contalned any evidenos or ar sthing tending
w evinee her seduction or want of ohu tity.
Al deponent Farther says, that from binclove and
confidertind intimacy with the said Honry [nman, de-
onent fepls flomly assured that if the said [Henry
ll.numi nd known, v ught, or suspected that his
s dwughter hnd been roluced, the smid Henr
Inmen vould most eortaluly have diselosed -un{n
knowledpee, thought, or susgicion, te deponent
Al dejonemt beiesen that il ihe health or spirita
wf the endd Henry baman had ot any titne been sorls
cun'y aflected by any mich knowledgs, thonght, or
st bon, degonent vould net bave failed tn‘mﬁm.
woyuminted thevewith — Audd this deponent verily
bolieves that, to the time of his denth, the said
Hei 1y bumme hed the fallest confidonce in the vie
fue s irtegrity of Dis il deughter, wnd bad
pever boown or eedeclained mny thoaght or s
ber Laving & pefluced by, we havin
Foanbere e with, the wnid Nathanie
et b person
thal the wd Heney o

indireeily, exprossed we

ALl G

iy
velly ot

thie subject, uot by way of deferce nt hume, but Lo
sustmin thore who, fivw & were feebing of msgus-

Puimity aud selfrespect, bave deced 16 right to

detenud the absent, wud rebuke the slanderer.
The London £rmes is the great ndvocate of “free
trade’" just now, and will coutinue to be just wo loug

| ne that contivnes the popular side of the question;

but it is netorivus to the reading world of bt Fu-
iope nud Amerien, that sinee the pusinge of the
Ieform bill, more than twenty yeurs ago, the Times
in the vorlest weatbercoek in exitence. It changes
with publie opinion from day to day, sod year
to yewr: mod unblushiogly svows ite vealsdity
it this regard.  In one respoet only has it sver ox-
hibited wuy consistency; and that i, in its batred
of everything American, and it4 uneeasing labors to
defume and lander our people nnd our institutions,
aud te injure them in the estimntion of Kurope.
This shnmeful propensity, indulged in with the most
reckless disrogurd of truth and common deconcy,
we have from time to time exposed, as our readers
well know; and in consequence, and booause we
have pointed ont tbaiuju? which England ls suffer-
ing from free trade, the Times has never fuiled to
tmbrnce avery unity which presented, of re-
pubiishing the scurrility and abuse which has boon
#o frequently heapod mpon us by the fllthy shests
whose names disgrace our columns in this articls.
fta recont attack was one mers personal and abusive
thnn those which preccded it ; and so utterly rook-
less mtd scurrilous, that some Amerioans in on-
don, and the London preas, eried out shame, and
rebuked it in & manner which com; the editor
un the 2th ult , te offer the only apology which he
cvuld javemt, viz —thal ite purpese wer ol %o

attention of
this deponent was called eurly oun the morning of

— -
much toaseail the editor of this paper, as to exhib ¢ and named him to the ladies without
the ¢ of the American and ita con- | introdwotion, and left the room. Su S we
ductors, 3 spoke in the street in passing; snd once, and onoe
To the LouduMamug‘.PM and its correspon- | only, did we ever pause to exchange a sol ob-
dent, we feol especially bted for its defence of | servation. He quarrelled with our asais Mr.
us individually ; and still more so hiubﬁ:.o{ Raymond; and, as it was our d ”d.lo“ Ve
the American presa genorally, ite 3‘ the | Mr. Reymond the use of our nd
chiaracter of the Doy Book and it borers in | himself, simply requiring that he should do so over
infamy. Alluding to tho personsl ussault based | his own signature. This he ; and by
ujon the Day Booimd Home Jowrnal, the Morn- | way of showing Willis's excuse for us, we
g Fost saym— republish on our outside, Mr. Raymond's last letter
** Our readers will be , on to Willis, for which, as we afterwards loarned, Willis

surprised, on perusing the

article in question, that any newspaper in theworld
should bave been so lost to all sonse ofmny us
leave

to ori such u thing ; apd woms
them to the comments which own feel-
ings will dietate—but which we forbear even tosug-

gest—as to the conduot of our cotemporary in re-
publishing sn artiele 50 infamous, and ﬁlﬂl‘ tom
xl.lreh“ﬂl: rlon:‘l ‘libel. the wr?;ag of its ;:‘G;wd;
cir an © prestige ofits nume oul
ualification. . 5

“ This would be bad b, had thejournal and
the editor who were de! been utterly unknown
to our contemporary, and the article been oited (a8
it professed to be,) merely to show what one trans-
atiantic editor could say of + but when it
Lnalplrmq w tn jgurul au::kdad has been for

urs ared, but open manly antago-
2 T'imes, re-publication lovks some-
thing less like the effort of & mere amantour in litera-
ry curiosities; and the climax is renchod when it is
ared that the * editor” of this journal, who is,
in this article, held ug to the deteststion of man-
kind, ps 8 mypa'er whose Yory existence s s stain
u anity, is s gentlenian of education and
h ion—n frequent visiter to this Ng-
u-l‘; known to many persons in tho
of English society; and, finally
known to the world st a4 the intimate frio
of the late I'resident Taylor, (who, in fact, owed
his eloction to the Executive chair in no small de-
to General Webb's efforts and influsnce)—and
L bim appointed Minister of the United States to
t
itself so far & guarantee of n man’s character and
position, so as to make it appear incredible that any
Journal, baving the least care for ita own upuun::l
would make upou him, in his absonce, so gross
wanton an sttack as wasg involved in the deliberate
and unreproved re-publication of the foul-mouthed
ippic, of which we are reluctantly compelled to
spesk, and for which the letter already named has
solivited our careful and especial tion."

The editor then proceeds in n manly and inde-

ndent tome, for which we are:quite sure every
ﬁ"mmm will thank him, to poing out the shame-
ful manper in which the Tymes has traduced this
country for ycars past, by constantly quoting from

the lesst reputsble priots in it, and pretending to
judge the United States by sush standards. e

says:i—

th But, in fact, the articles which the Times has
published bave been extracted from j not
only devoid of sll character, but well known to our
contemporary as being so b'u ln&:rx‘e uaul.l,rn :?I
American in an %, but ty of publi-
cation—being, E- m. owned and conducted by
Europcans, many of whom have little in common
with the interests or respectability of the country of
their l:in]:tlu.". 1 A =

“ It is unquestionably true, thut the English esti-
mate of the charncter and ability of American news-
papers has been influenced and modified by, if not
actually formed upon, the extracts made from them
hg‘ﬂu English journals; sod it is equally true,
t
the

- -
uous, and s0 ut-

t no paper makes those * extracts’ na freely as
Times.” a
“ Conduct like this is so disingen
terly opposed to every English instinct of fair play,

.

that even the o t:ifrl;urlonn-
lemporary cannot carry it off, if once placed
bvlu?:c the public, and clearly ex .

Yy
“ Had the New York Cowrier ur Jowrnal of Com-
meree Lhobitually Injd before its readers extracts
from the Age or the Satirist, and solemnly svouched
them as examples of English newspaper literature,
snd expressions of English sentiments, decla
those s themselves to be * the lea organs
of publio opinion’ in Grent Britain, it would be but
the precise counterpart of what the T'imes has done,

wilfully nnd determinately, for the lust fiftesn years,

in the face of all that be urged agaiost such
gross a_nd wanton ni.rrupn.untm_," i
“ P'ublic opinion, in the United States, is influ-
enced by, aud imparts its tone to, such journsls as
the Cowrter and Enguirer, the Advertiser, and the
Journal of Commerce,of Now York; the Intalligencer,
of Washin ; the trazette, of Philadelphia; and
the Jowrnal, of Boston, with many others of proxi-
wate statws, whom we forbear to nawme; and by
every arrival
papers resch every member of the metropolitan
press. Vet the Times Pﬂfﬂ‘l to ignore the very ex-
t of these j and lays before its readors
the ribaldry and mis-statements of & paper excom-
municated from ®ociety, as if it werv tho trathful
tive of passing events on the other side of the
ntic, & fair expression of public feoling and
opinion, sod an average specimen of Awmericsn
m-'r.;pa].rr talent snd ve r mornlity.™
L -

eated the press of the United States, we ows it to
that press to explain uh( we should have been thus
ansuiled by the editors of the Home Juwenal aod the
Iy Bock—N. 1. Willis and Stimson—par mobile
Tl wm,

4 The name of the Day Book never a din our

eolutuns but ouce, uotil this day; and thea for the
riple of eunbling us tosay, in the name of

| Me. Webster, and some balf dozen of our most pro-

| dorsement of the prineipl

winent statesmen, and o the nume and belball of
unlay’dof our leading merchants, shat a (l-.':nl. got
up and widely circulated, pl:;ynrﬁ.n‘ to an en-

5 4 - the fiay Book, and

wrging subscription to it, was a gross aod delibe-
tate torgery. The article copied by the Tymes,
was in np?y te an exposure of its fraud: and, of
oourse, never was woticed by us 8o utterly ob-
scure is the print in which {t appenred, that, al-
though it has been published for sowe yenrs in this

city, we have never by any accident mot with » |

donen coples of it durtng the whole period of i ex-
istence,

Mr, N, P. Willis and the Home Jowrnal, the no-
tusl author and origioator of most of the Luy
Buook's slavders, are botter known; and beesuse
they are well known, we feol called upon to explain
the origin of what i reputed to Liwve been vue of
the fumlest and wost cowardly assaults upon private
charncter ever wade by & pewspaper in thiscountry.
That characteristio nasmult was, a8 our readors well
kuow, made after we had left the country, and was
forwerded by its suthor to vur Counsul o Vienna,
for cireulntion in thaty city. But the Couwul is &
gestivman, and, of courss, could vot lower bimself
1o »0 base a purpose, nor would he oven permit ws
te remd the attack, which be simply characterisod
as iutumous wnd base. Siooe our return, it has
bevu tepeatedly enclosed to us, together with full
particulars of Willls's conncetion with the Forest

j divorce care, his beirg horsewhipped by Uorrest,

| or its nuthor; aod

| wrde

aud a full account of his doings iu Fourope, bis bor-
rowic g money from ladien o the sbsevee of their
burbandis, and all bis Jeremy Inddier proponstties
while abroud.  lut we had promised pever to rend
the mttack, and to this dey bave not resd any pact
el il ; nor aid we intend ever to hiave slluded 1o i
¢ shall now comtest owiedt |

with simply showing why be hss mseailed ws, in
but the editor of the Landon Mawivg Podt |
muy koow the chameter of our asenilant. (s tuls
cummuuity we are both kpown, sed, therefure, ue
drlnee mgninet nesault hom thal quaiter s nooms |
sl Y. o would it be e seusnble |
Fotue L wonty years nf-a: wo rehd in the New Yook |

Mryer that N, P Willis bad gooe abroad, sad
would be the foreign sorrespondent of thiat pajoe
The veqquel is woll known.  Wallis beeame ao in-
waie of Ludy Dlessiogton's eoteric—the mod ime
moral in Loudon, bul which was camposed of Lhe

highost inteliecta of the age It lasearcoly voees |
vary to add thne e female members of it weie wll
ol doubttul rerpectability, and never admittod [ute
the higher and better ctrcles of English s 5

while no geotlemnn lost sueial cust by o
!.mllﬁ' Weaangton's brillinst o Tt
woediven . Willia ubtained scevss to mauy
bowses i Englaod, where be was reated with the
Treedom, conbidence, aud hoapitality which an Eog- |
lishimnn s woll kuows how to extend Lo Uisse »ho
e once admitted into his howe,  That hoepi |
tality be repuid by selling to the Now York Moror, |
for the bemelit of its ronders, theic famdly secrta,
and revenling their overy-day confidential conver-
kutions in rolution to individuals' These public
cations went back to England, and one or two daels
were about to take plivce In consequence of Lhis vile
betrnynl of hospitality. Willis was excluded from
gentlomen’s bowes wod Lables, and the press united
i citing his conduet as a spocimen of American I
breeding, and the necessity of exeladiog in future |
all Awmericans from English homes—the snnetity
#nd privacy of which they would vielate and exp e
for n prioe

W protested against this condempation of »
whole nation in consequence of the conduct of &
mere adventurer, who did not even olaim to koow
what belonged to the proprietivs of socinl inter-
course —who was utterly ignorunt of the rules of
society on both sides of the Atlsotie—and whowe
habits, icstinets, and connootions, weres alike st
wir with the feelings and breeding of a gentleman.
The Americen prees, genernily, with soarsely an
exception, took IL snme grownd, and vindicatod,
ns wis their duty, the eharscter of our countrymen
from the slur onst wpon it by Willie.  After his re-
turn to the United States, we A wintsr with
him st the Astor Howse; but poremptorily rofased
o be introduced to him or to reco him wa »
geutlemnn, ln consequence of Bis proverbially bad
ctnduet everywhere thronghout Furope, [t hap-
pened, however, et in the summer 150 or "2, at
Saratoga, Willis arrived at the | nited “tates about
mid dug, and cume inte the drawing-room, when we
were (he only gentlomen in the room. 1o was s
stranger to sl the ladies present; and, coming di-

tectly to s, wo recoguised bim as aa soquaintaace,

court of Vienns ; nn appointment which is ih |

from America, copies of msuy of these

midin  Mornimg Post and its correspond- |
ents, baving thus defended the absent and vismdi- |

threastened to horsewhip us, but fioally thought
better of it.

In 184-, & very dear friend of ours—one who was
beloved by sll who knew him, and who still moarn
his untimely end, without d.runl.ni. that Willia
cuused his oversd that his only h-
tor, the idol of his soul, and ulpon whom all u fa-
ther's love and means had been lavished, had fallen
a vietim to Willis’s arts. Her ruin was complete;
but her heart-broken futher still clun, hope
of biding from the world her shame. ih mado but
t of his daughter's fall, besides ourself;

to compel Willis to surrender
in his posscasion, which admitted her

full, avd which he shamefully from th
basest motives, He was m%ua.ed t:
be at the office of the gentleman to, at &

certain hour. We met him thers. What followed
need not be told, except that ho was allowed twonty-
four hours to make the surrender of the lotters of
hia vietim. At the expiration of that time we mot
him sgaio, received from him the let whioh
¢ most uoprinoipled libertine, one
particle of buman focling, would have destroyed se
£oon pg read; and from dmdny to this, never suf-
fpenk to us, even in the street. Our

ng from the world the shame of
the heart of our friend;

tomb; and in the right of that God before whom
the seducer of his child must also one day appesr,
N. P. Willis is as much his murderer as he would
have been if hehl.d{lund;dlg;orhhhhm
That be hates us with the concentrated hatred of &
fiend for having been the instrument of comp:llin
him to do at least partisl justice to his vietim,
that he equally hates the friend in whose J:“m'
he was bumbled, we never for a moment doubted.
Eut he bottled up his hatred for years in succession
and floally, when we bad left tho country, he pnuro(i
forth, 83 we sre told, the vials of his wrath upen

in language which even the editors of the mnﬁ
could not excel, and conteuted themnselves with

in

The h‘mﬂ'u Morning Post will judge from this
briel narrative of our .ﬁuhtmeo with Willis, and
the cause of his abuse of us, precisely the value of
that abuse. We huve nover, by an accident, met
him in the house of a geutleman in this city but
onoe. He writes about society; but he writes from
::;tth; gathers in the lobbies of the Opera House

, and st and, bly, in
Mﬁhswtheouhhimofu;;ia gy

t
believe that he aocesd to ,;od
something

and
what he "l‘i.‘l But this is sn
error. He is not admitted into society; and we
koow the faot, that ladies who occasionaliy
dently tolernte him at the opera or thestre, have
| made such tolernnce dependent upon the faoct that
in them in Broadway. [lad Mrs.
‘orrest un his actual position, it is probable
that she would not now be g from his me-
uaintance; and had some kind friend teld Jenn

| , on her mrrival in this » who Will
| was nnd is, the of the Uni States would
not have had it ed the Home Jowr-

wol that be had paraded our streets in her company.
| The fuot that be persuaded Miss Lind thus to ses
at defi blic opinion, and merely for the pur-
| pose of pubn:hsn‘if.wulgrutho eyes of ono #o
| experienced st the editor of the Lomdon Morning
Post, to the true ohuracter of the man, sud reader
further comment by us out of pluce.
BCHEDULE B,
[From the New York Hernld of Baturday ]
WILLIS V5, WEBS,
To the Public, (in Correction of & Statement made
by Col. Webb.)

Some five or kix years ago, when [ was editing &
daily paper in this city, I received several lesters
from & young school-girl, who is now s most res-
pectable married Iady, residing, with ber husband
and children, in & neighboring State. She was »
child of a great deal ot img:ﬁa gonius and ecovn-
tricity of oonduct; but, withal, never seemed to me
to bave either the idea or the coussiousness or::{
impropriety. She would go where she liked, oall
on An otlemnn whom she cared to see, and
once, it well known, when offended st heme,
| went and offercd herself ns n servant girl to a fa-

mily in the oity. Being very besutiful, sho was very
much adwmired; but 1 have often snid of her, sod nay
wow, that | never knew so wild, brilliant snd s
parently Inwless 8 oreature, who inspired so nls-
versal & confidence in her virtue [Tntil Coloned
| Webb's enluminous publication of Thursday, te
l whicli this ia » reply, ] never hewid it doubted.

This young girl bad u ion for live fame,

| #and, if | remember rightly, wrote a novel befer
her warriage. Iler lotters to ms wero tho irreguia-
| vutpourings of & heart snd mind overflowiog sod
impatient of silence; but, however discunnscted aod
thapsodical, they seemed to we more full than wa
at ull ef the rsted isa 0
genins. What sentument in the n was addreessed ¢
myself, | ever twice thought of —{or it is sush »
is addressod often to those who sre the supposed
| Bate-hee to celebrity snd appreciation A
| editor’s drawer is full of such propitistory compli
wmeuts, and he is indeed silly u"&- consider them ns
aur thing but ‘be toll 1o the pathway of fame.

Up her return from Europe, some time after, !
beard that this lady was about to be married, and &
goutlemnn wrote to me for au interview, and courte-
vusly spplied for ber letters. | had laid thom aside,
thin l:’ them interesting, as the first irregular utier-
anced of wha' | thought weuld prove to be gouius,
but promptly returped them, with uo idea that
there war suything either threatesing or unusun!
in the request  Col. Webb was present when thay
were delnered, but expressed no dissatisfaction
with me or with them 1, soon wfter, mob har
fsther, whs, | understood, had supposed mo to b
an encourager of the eousntrigities vl his daughter,
aid b telt unkondly o me; but with s fow wordy
of explavntion, we slook bands aud parted, wod of
thut matter I vever thuuglt wore.

Of the “ complete ruin” of this lady, (oow liviog
most reepectubly with ber busband and onildren in
l‘ cighboriag =tate. ) Ceol \:‘Ial.-b Boouses me, in
ATEUARE 10 gross o copy o boging by i
that he was Eamlr. & very dear (riend of her a:ﬁ
She bas been wairied six years—this is the first
time she Lns ever boen ncoused of guile, privately or
publivly, to my knowledge—und Col. Waebb nuw
nrcuses me of bher ruin, ealling hor futher n “very
dear fricod,” whowe “uutimely end he mourns ™
Thia accusation 1 ungualitisdly autiue; but even if
s grticl and wiltul & talsebood were true, what ha-
man bewit would be thvuglic capuble of so agouiaing
the living dougtiter of o deid (riend, ns o re-parade
Mo the world after it was forgotten? 1t was be
cavse be revergefully thought that a frest slander
of this kind would be the “drop too much” in my
crp ol such trouble ot this time; and—(f the pub
I mind prefer to take sides bgainsl imnoceuce, will
ol prosl or rensel )~ porhaps it will

N. P. Wis
NEJOINBER OF COL. WKER
[From Wi Courder and Fouiter, May 10 |
Ary ivply te the foreguing [ Willis' ea e, ] if inore
explien thau vwr siatemeris, might possibiy lead te
A capurure ol the party to whom wo allude —n re-
stlt to which, of vourse, wi cannot be m sy
Wien we oetermined i iy, yut clemily, wp rise
the Lomdon Morwtng Pooi, wod e public, ut e
cnm e of Wikl o ALY LOWurds us—aiien, 1 ik

be remembercd, was evineed in an article ey

bis oWy Hgnatuie, nad pabiishiod in the M eue Js
wal, after we Lt lofi Loe ovuatry, wiohout
e evin of & previous diliculty

"l‘
e
Lhie nx
it owas uot aatil

we Lan piiived my the conclusion thet we conld is
#0 without the slightest risk of the pabiie biin g
sble to conjeciure who was the party Lwplioassd
W wvre pre pured, of oourse, for sucinises snd ra
poard ol the s vidicwloas charsoter: but we

ny mleved Bk vy one person basides Willls
Vo ever wow erstad G wlhiom we slinded; and we
eas T mid Lo beuitati w sante the fnets previsely

me they ocouwred, It
Phet femlincty with Villis, are limble to suiph
it " i, meowe are o lormed, the onmes of half
m doren of Lie foroale irlends are banded sbout ae
beto g the paitaclns viotim referred to by s, wa
Bre Lol respeisibie for thelr nnmes boing thus used,
 Whether Willis, in the foreguing oard, intended
simply o mislead the P.nl.lin L regard to the part
e plionted, hy preloncing to misandersiand e, .l
fectually to sercen the ijured, is moro than we can
determine. In charity we are willicg to consider
this ms vne of his motives for devising and pablish.
fug  romance, which, if *“ founded on twot,” i1 one
to whick we have pever boen a purty, aod wish the
detnils of which we ere uttorly ignorant,. We uw
hemtatingly declure that we know nothing of wush
8 cnee ok Willls desoribos; and if it be other than
fiction, wo advise bim i future to abstain from re-
venling nny of his nffairs with young gicls™ whe
have b_l[r'.'tlul\ll 1o exbibis * uneoncentrnted promise
ol genius,” but who bave settled down into **ro-
spectable married Indies.” They will not thaok him
lor I»_rmi pointed at in conpection with our olinrgs ;
:Ildr;lll u“nhuf;n. llzh card is an offence ik
‘ery gentlemanly impulse.  Even if his Ll
tion were true, and hur: beariug upon uhrw al
lege, it would be unpardonable in him to mnke it
fosereen himsolf frum public indigostion.  And if
+liin life hins been such that the publio have scores of
tates upon whom to fix suspicion, it s Bo of
oura. Wa repeat, that but one porsen lives, be-
sidos Willls and vurself, who ean y know Lo
whom we have alluded; aud most assuredly, we
#hall do nothing to point suspioton o its vietim
We now reiternte every word of enr chargs ; aod
wore we writing for the rendors of the Cowrer aad
Engwiver vuly, we should be conteut 1o loavs the
matier upon the issue of onr rexpootive chnracisr

90 Uuth. But this may oot be, wesdec existing cir

e thoss who, from their




